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RF.MARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of *e present patent application based on ihe 
foregoing amendments and following reoiarks are respectfully requested. 

By this Amendment, claims 3-7, 10. 13-15, 17-20. 24^26, 30. and 38-41 are amended 
TO clarify the scope of the claims without narrowing the scope of any of the claims. The 
changes are not being presented m response to any rejection or objection of the claims. No 
new matter has been added. Claims 1-42 are pending in this patent application. 

Entry of this Amendment is proper under 37 CJ^.R. §1.116 as the amendments: 
(a) place the application in condition for allowance for the reasons discussed herein; (b) do 
noi present any new issues that would require fiirther consideration and/or search as the 
amendments merely amplify issues disctissed throughout the prosecution; (c) do not present 
any additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of claims and (d) place the 
appUcation in better form for appeal, should an appeal be necessary. Entry of this 
Amendment is thus respectfully requested. 

The Office Action maintains the rejection of claims 1-31, 33 and 35-42 under 35 
U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable over United States patent no. US 5,732,400 to Mandler 
et al. ("Mandler"). Applicants respeclfuUy traverse the rejection because the teachings of 
Mandler fail to disclose, teach or suggest all of the features in the rejected claims. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner submits that the Applicants' ^invention, as 
described in the independent claim, is a buyer woridng through a third party that 
authenticates the buyer's and seller's information in a transaction." Applicants respectfully 
submit that Examiner has mischaracterized ttie AppUcants' claimed invention. While 
Applicants' claimed invention covers buyers and sellers and involves authentication, 
AppUcants' claimed invention does more than the simplified function of "a third party that 
authenticates the buyer's and seller's information in a transaction" as disclosed in Mandler. 

Specifically, as the Examiner earlier conceded in the Office Action dated February 18, 
2003, Mandler fails to disclose ♦the principal entity storing the forwarded request and 
transmitting an acknowledgemem message to the registrar entity, the acknowledgement 
stating acceptance and authentication/autiiorizaiion information that the subscriber entity 
requires for the requested service" as recited in claim I. AppUcants agree with the Examiner 
that Mandler fails to disclose this aspect of the claimed invention and further submit that 
Mandler no where teaches or suggests this aspect of the claimed invention. 

Mandler fails to disclose, teach or suggest a principal entity storing the forwarded 
request and transmitting an acknowledgement message to the regisn-ar entity. While Mandler 
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discloses * clearinghouse that stores certain data, Handler does not disclose, teach or suggest 
a principal entity - a seUer - storing a request. Storing a request by a principal enuiy is 
signifxcant in the context of the use of a session identifier. See. e.g.. AppUcants' specification, 
page 18, lines 15-20 and claim 5. A session identifier may be Unked to a particular request 
and, accordingly, the stored request may be used to process the session identifier, for 
example, as part of the processing of fiwure responses to the request or as part of a message 
exchange or transacrion associated with the requested service. 

Further. Mandler fails to disclose, teach or suggest a principal entity transmitting an 
acknowledgement stating authentication/authorizaUon infotmauon that the subscriber entity 
requires for the requested service. Mandler simply does not disclose, teach or suggest a 
principal entity - a seller - transmitting authentication/authorization information that the 
subscriber entity - a buyer - requires for the requested service. Such 
authentication/authorization information can be used, for example, where the subscriber 
entity wishes to securely receive the requested service fi-om the principal entity. With 'such 
iufotraation, the subscriber entity may establish a direct secure connection with the principal 
entity so that the principal entity may provide the requested service to the subscriber entity 
without an intermediary registrar entity. 

Applicants' submit that the Examiner has not made out a prima facie of obviousness 
here. As far as AppUcants' can identify from the passages cited by the Examiner, the only 
information sent by a seller in Mandler is a quote in response to a buyer Rf Q and an 
acceptance / rejection of a PO. AppUcants submit there is simply no disclosure, teaching or 
suggestion of a principal entity transmitting an acknowledgement message, the 
acknowledgement steting, in addition to acceptance, auihenticaiion/auihorizaiion information 
that the subscriber entity requires for *c requested service. 

The Examiner refers generally to Mandler teaching the use of "request for quotes 
[RFQ], for the requested services from the seUer and the use of purchase orders [PO] with 
their obvious safeguards and standard procedures" to fashion the rejection of the claims- 
AppUcants respectfiOly submit that this teaching in Mandler is unavailing. AppUcants note 
that Ae requests for quotes and purchase orders in Mandler originate from a buyer. 
Consequently, they are clearly not applicable or relevant to an acknowledgement nansmined 
by a seller. There is simply no teaching or suggestion of the claimed acknowledgment 
message from Mandler's disclosure of the use of RFQs and POs. Further, the Examiner fails 
to specify the "obvious safeguards and standard procedures" thai allegedly are associated 
with RFQs and POs. As a general proposition, the possibUity of fraudulent RFQs and POs is 
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well-known and the ways to make them moie secure are infmiie. 

to Mandler, a clearinghouse is provided as an iwermediary to each step of a 
transactioii between a seller and buyer to help feciUtate security, at least in part. The 
elearmghouse in Mandler verifies that the buyer is registered with the clearinghouse and 
performs a "bard authorization" of the transaction when the buyer sends a PO in response to a 
quote from a seller. Contrary to the Examiner's assenion. Applicants find no teaching in 
Mandler regarding the processing of a transaction without a "middle entity [clearinghouse]." 
In both described embodiments, a clearmgbouse is used to facilitate processing of 
transactions. In the second embodiment, an additional broker is required. Thus, the 
clearmghouse of the Mandler system has the infopmation needed to authorize and veriiy ihe 
buyer and seller. Both the buyer and seller must communicate with the clearinghouse to 
process the transaction securely. 

la contrast, the claimed invention does noi require eveiy step of a transaction between 
a seller and buyer to pass through an intermediary. As discussed above, 
authentication/authorization information mcluded in an acknowledgmem from a principal 
entity may be used, for example, where the subscriber entity wishes to securely receive the 
requested service from the principal entity directly without using an intermediary registrar 
entity to verify the buyer and seller. 

Lasriy. Applicants respectfully submit that Mandler fails to disclose, teach or suggest 
a method of --registering a subscriber entity of a plurality of entities at a principal entity of a 
plurality of entities" as recited in claim I. As described above, Mandler discloses an on-line 
transactional services system- hi Mandler, while buyers and seUers may be registered with a 
clearinghouse and transactions may be feciliiated between buyers and seUers through the 
clearinghouse. Mandler fails to disclose, teach or suggest anything about registering a 
subscriber entity at a principal entity. 

Therefore, for at least the above reasons, Mandler fails to disclose, suggest or teach aU 
the features recited in claims 1-31, 33 and 35-42. Thus, the rejection of claims 1-31. 33 and 
35-42 is traversed and claims 1-31 , 33 and 35-42 are allowable. 

Furthermore, the Office Action maintains the rejection of claims 32 and 34 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over Mandler in view of U.S. patent no. US 6,336,095 to 
Rosen C'Rosen"). As appUcants submit above that independem claim I is not obvious in view 
of Mandler. applicants accordingly submit that claims 32 and 34. both of which indirectiy 
depend from claim 1, are therefore also not obvious. Thus, for at least the above reasons, the 
combination of Mandler and Rosen fails to disclose, suggest or teach all the feamres recited 
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in Claims 32 and 34. ll^us. the rejection of claims 32 and 34 is unversed and claims 32 and 34 

are allowable- . 

AU objecrions aiwi rejections having been addressed, ix is respectfully submitted that 

The present application is in condition for aUowance. If questions relating to patentabtUty 

remain, the examiner is invited to contact the undersigned to discuss them. 

Should any fees be due. please charge them to our deposit account no. 03-3975, under 

our Older no. 061047/0265649. The Commissioner for Patents is also authorized to credit any 

over payments to the above-referenced deposit account. 


Respectfiilly submitted, 
POXSBURY W 


HROP LLP 




Jeffrey , , 

Reg. No. 35.914 
By Jean-Paul HofGaaan, Reg. #42663 
Tel.No.703-905-2U0 
Fax No. 703-905-2500 


JDK/JGH:mtt 
P.O. Box 10500 
McUan,VA 22102 

(703) 905-2000 
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